While consumption has moved to centre stage in accounts of Britain's industrialisation evidence on the mass transformation of homes and expenditure on novelty is hard to reconcile with the poor living standards experienced by many working people. Part of the conundrum arises from the limitations of available probate evidence but the motivational drivers behind raised consumption can also be questioned. Was it changed tastes or falling prices because of improved technology which prompted the purchase of new goods? Utilising evidence from an alternative source, property stolen through housebreaking and burglary as reported in the Old Bailey Papers and Proceedings for 1750-1821, we identify those goods that were commonly stolen as the fashion icons of their day, trace such goods back to their original owners, thus linking ownership and status, and through analysis over time show how consumption evolved. This analysis incorporates the influence of price and real incomes on ownership allowing the influence of price and fashion on consumption patterns to be separately identified. We find that, in addition to price and income effects, fashion had a strong influence, but this was not just emulation; differentiation too was evident. The evidence points to a complex interplay between desires and differentiation, aspiration and affordability in determining the goods people possessed.
1
Consumption has moved to centre stage in accounts of Britain's early industrialisation. 2 Some have seen exotic new goods and a desire to own them as prompting a surge in industriousness which culminated in economic growth. 3 Others have de-emphasised changes in tastes, instead seeing increased consumption alongside innovative production as a dynamic late eighteenth-century dyad: new goods, new methods of production and expanded employment opportunities creating a virtuous circle of spending and earning. 4 Rich and poor alike allegedly began to enjoy colonial groceries, 5 and more stylish clothing with labouring people said to "possess accoutrements of dress such as coloured stockings, gloves, buckled shoes …..and ribbon trimmed hats." 6 Domestic producers were not slow to imitate the oriental luxuries imported by the wealthy in an eighteenth-century version of import substitution. Witness Wedgwood's manufacture of copies of Etruscan pottery and earthenware products, the printed cottons derived from Indian chintzes, the Birmingham 'toys' that usurped imported ornamental brassware, the Axminster carpets that replaced Turkish rugs, and the fashionable 'japanned' objects that evolved from copies of Japanese lacquer ware. 7 Commonly used sources, probate inventories, which list the stock of moveable goods on death, trace the spread in ownership of household durables from the 1650s. 8 Homes were transformed with window curtains and superior furniture, as drawers replaced chests and comfortable feather mattresses primitive bolsters. 9 Clocks and mirrors aided timekeeping, appearance and light diffusion. Eating became a new experience as people substituted glasses and earthenware for pewter tankards and wooden platters and metal cutlery for their own fingers. New consumption opportunities imply a 'comfort revolution' too in the early modern period.
1 We are grateful to the Ellen Macarthur Fund, University of Cambridge, for a grant which enabled much of the data inputting and to the anonymous referees whose detailed comments helped us to refine our arguments. 2 For a detailed account of the historiography and current evidence see Horrell, 'Consumption'. 3 De Vries, 'Between purchasing power'; Industrious Revolution. 4 Berg, 'Imitation'; 'Pursuit'; McKendrick, 'Home demand'; 'Consumer revolution'; Berg and Bruland, Technological Revolutions. 5 Shammas, Preindustrial Consumer. 6 Clay, Economic Expansion, p.31. 7 Berg, 'Imitation', 'Pursuit'. 8 Weatherill, Consumer Behaviour; Shammas, Preindustrial Consumer; Overton et al, Production; French, Middle Sort. 9 Lemire, Force.
However, it is difficult to reconcile the alleged democratization of luxury with direct evidence of miserable living standards in the late-eighteenth and early-nineteenth centuries.
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For example, working peoples' household budgets prioritised food expenditures, implying that few had surpluses to spend on household durables. 11 Some workers had insufficient resources to consume adequate calories, 12 heat their homes or clothe their children; there was nothing left to purchase fashion or enjoy more domestic comfort. Just how far down the social scale did the new goods and expanded consumption opportunities descend? Here there is a gap in our knowledge, for the literature on the consumer and industrious revolutions suffers from a relative scarcity of empirical documentation. It has relied either on aggregate level official data such as imports of colonial groceries, or highly disaggregate data from probate inventories, which, valuable as they are, pertain predominantly to the 'middling' sorts -tradesmen, artisans, small farmers and upwards -and become scarce after 1720. 13 But even on this evidence, the diffusion of new consumption goods was not geographically widespread until the middle of the eighteenth century. New goods radiated out from London 14 and the scant information we have on the possessions of labourers from a smattering of inventories shows Essex paupers and rural labourers in peripheral counties just beginning to share in the purported avalanche of tea-drinking paraphernalia, clocks, mirrors, knives, bed linen and candlesticks by 1800.
15
A further question arises about the motivational drivers behind raised consumption.
Changing tastes and a new acquisitiveness shaped by the advent of innovative commodities lie behind de Vries' 'industrious revolution', the industriousness part of which involved increased engagement of households with market activities. A more judicious interplay of innovation and income, prices and preferences features in the eighteenth-century 'consumer revolution'. 16 Indeed, some economic historians have been sceptical about the extent to which tastes could drive consumption, arguing instead that improved technology reduced costs so that increased consumption of new items was a passive (and standard) response to a price stimulus. 17 This view is consistent with the long-term decline in the price of consumer durables found in probate inventories. 18 Thus, consumption remains something of a conundrum. Did the majority of people, particularly labouring families, share in the expansion of consumption opportunities in the second half of the eighteenth and early-nineteenth centuries? And, if so, was this driven by fashion-conscious preferences or declining prices? 19 To answer these questions new evidence is required, which links specific goods to the status of owners over time while controlling for changes in prices and incomes.
The Old Bailey Papers and Proceedings provide evidence which, with ingenuity and care, can be brought to bear on these issues. In particular, we identify goods that were commonly stolen as the fashion icons of their day, trace such goods back to their original owners thus linking consumption and status, and through analysis over time show how ownership evolved during the consumer revolution. Our approach develops those of Beverly Lemire, John
Styles and Miles Lambert who have all used records of stolen property, triangulated by other sources, to provide accounts of plebeian dress, consumerism and the distributive trades in the eighteenth century. 20 Our questions and methodology are however rather different. We are interested not only in working people and their clothing but a broader array of social groups and their possessions and particularly in the pace at which particular goods percolated through the social hierarchy and we seek to quantify such trends over time.
Over the period we consider, 1750-1821, the Old Bailey covered all serious crimes committed in the City of London and the county of Middlesex, essentially the area north of Overton et al, Production; Shammas, Preindustrial Consumer, We abstract from any analysis of the putative increase in industriousness that yielded the income with which to purchase these commodities, instead controlling for the level of income in our analyses. Voth, 'Time and work'; Allen and Weisdorf, 'Was there an 'industrious revolution? ' and Muldrew, Food, consider "The nature of crime may change over time. Some crime, such as burglary, may stay the same in that it involves the breaking and entering of households and theft of goods, but the type of articles stolen in a burglary will change, reflecting amongst other things fashions, technological developments, and the desirability and availability of various household goods".
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Court records do not document ownership in the historic population, but they do indicate the extent to which particular goods had become popular and facilitate an analysis of their key characteristics. Moreover, it is not just the type of good stolen that these Old Bailey records list, the indictments also specify their value, and the material from which they were made, and most importantly from our perspective, from whom they were stolen, often stating the erstwhile owners' occupation or status. Uniquely, this data can be utilised to address our research questions. How far down the social scale did ownership of new consumption items drift? What was the chronology of any democratisation? And, what was the relative importance of prices and fashions in driving observed consumption patterns?
We start by describing the source and its suitability for our purpose before identifying some key trends. We then select some goods which were both frequently stolen and emblematic of us to track this development through time and social class. The goods also embody aspects of new technology and materials as well as aspiration to respectability. 26 We conclude that eighteenth-century consumption was driven by a combination of price stimuli and fashion, but price did not always operate in the direction predicted by economic theory. Cheapness was one thing, but consumers, then as now, also sought quality and tried through ownership of elite goods to stand above the crowd.
I
We concentrate on thefts through housebreaking and burglary. Our rationale is twofold:
indictments for these offences were less likely to have been affected by legal changes than other types of theft, and what was taken from people's houses suggests the range of goods owned and coveted. 27 We focus on thefts between 1750-1 and 1820-1. For each decade, a two-year period is taken to yield a reasonable sample size. The start date is chosen to identify consumption patterns in early industrialisation when existing probate evidence fades away.
The end date is dictated by the discontinuities in classification and coverage that followed the restructuring of criminal law by Sir Robert Peel in the 1820s. 28 By the 1850s, the Old Bailey specialized in serious crime.
29
Before proceeding we need to establish the suitability of the Old Bailey records as an incidental commentary on consumption. Utilising extant sources to investigate issues unconnected with the purpose for which the data was originally collected is fraught with difficulty and the likelihood of inherent bias. Indeed the susceptibility of crime statistics to unrepresentativeness and mutability over time is widely known. While the number of thefts prosecuted at the Old Bailey shows some correlation with economic circumstances, such as high grain prices and wartime demobilisation, these factors did not have any systematic effect on the value of stolen goods or the social class of injured parties. 35 It is harder to ascertain decisively whether thieves changed their targets to yield specific goods over time. However, the majority of thefts in the dataset involved clothing, household linen or valuables, items whose basic nature was unchanging, while, as shown in section II, there were no obvious trends over time in the social class of the owners of the stolen goods. Furthermore, the accounts of victims and witnesses make it clear that many thefts were committed by people known to erstwhile owners or were opportunistic rather than planned.
Finally, were stolen goods selected for their ease of onward sale and transportability? 36 The multifarious arrangements for the exchange of goods in early-modern London ranged from smart retail outlets to peddlers and hawkers who dealt in second hand. In between, there were street sellers, markets, dealers, pawnshops, auctions held in people's homes or in inns, and straightforward barter. 37 Clothing and cloth were the most frequent targets, thieves apparently motivated by a desire to look stylish, indeed they were often caught because they were besporting their booty! But clothing was also targeted for the ease with which it could be converted into cash or other commodities. The mass of people bought second-hand, clothes could be traded in against new purchases, and the ease of convertibility meant clothing functioned as an alternative currency. 38 Much of the trade involved dealers "flirting for profit with criminal contacts and illegal opportunities." 39 Other goods too circulated in this manner.
There was a significant market for second-hand household goods, such as linen, china and furniture. Some shops sold both new and second-hand, often accepting old goods as a trade-in 34 Shoemaker, Prosecution, introduction; Beattie, Crime, p.193. Woodward, 'Burglary', , finds over a third of prosecuted thefts in Wales were brought by those classified as unskilled or skilled workers. 35 Horrell et al, 'Cupidity'. Beattie, Crime, Hay, 'War'; and Shoemaker, Prosecution , also find a relationship between economic circumstances and the number of thefts prosecuted. 36 Modern studies suggest that burglars target items which are portable and have high value-weight ratios, but alongside those which are difficult to identify and trace and that can be disposed of easily, see Wellsmith and Burrell, 'Influence'. 37 Lemire, 'Plebian', 'Consumerism'. 38 Lemire, Dress, . 39 Lambert, 'Cast-off', p.1.
for new. As Henry Fielding opined, provided specialist receivers were not required, 'the thief is under no difficulty in turning them [the stolen goods] into money'. 40 Indeed, receivers were hardly in short supply, Patrick Colquhoun estimated there to be over 4000 operating in the metropolis in the late-eighteenth century. 41 There was ample opportunity to slip dishonestlyacquired goods of all sorts into the tangled web of formal and informal channels of exchange.
Most people frequented some of the less formal outlets for some purchases and even the wealthy occasionally bought second-hand.
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Were thieves attracted to what was portable as well as desirable? Surprisingly perhaps
London housebreakers and burglars in our period were not always limited to what was easily moved. Gangs of thieves, organised crime, and even opportunistic criminality could lead to whole houses being stripped. One victim reported how everything, including the curtains from his windows, had been removed, another how she was locked in her cellar by five men while they removed the entire contents of her shop. 43 Burglary particularly attracted professional thieves because of the promise of large rewards. 44 Beds, mattresses, desks and carpets all found their way from people's homes onto the resale market alongside smaller items such as clothing, household linen, jewellery and glassware. Mayhew's (only slightly later) accounts of housebreaking and burglary provide a vivid picture of thieves at work that is entirely consistent with the idea of a systematic sifting of property for it attractiveness and value. Thieves are described as well-equipped and organised, often starting on the top floor of premises and working their way through the building, pausing to force the servant's money box, readily evaluating plate and other valuables and calmly packing up large numbers of shirts and silk handkerchiefs. 45 The size of attractive booty was no deterrent: "Should the plunder be bulky, they will have a cart or cab, or a costermonger's barrow, ready on a given signal to carry it away". 46 Even if portability was an issue, it remained a roughly constant constraint through the period; goods that were hard to move in 1750 were also hard to move in 1820. To sum up, our claim is that stolen property, historically as today, reflects a subset of the goods that people owned selected at least in part by portability but also determined by what thieves wanted either for their own use or to sell on. Thus changes over time in the composition of stolen property captures shifts in both availability and desirability. The Old Bailey records can be used to map the process whereby novelties became first commonplace and then outmoded, and, if goods are matched to erstwhile owners, to trace the pace at which transitions in consumption filtered down the social hierarchy.
II
To construct the data set we select every case of housebreaking and burglary in the Old The accounts vary in the extent to which they detail the composition of stolen items. In the eighteenth century, descriptions were available for between three fifths and four fifths of all stolen items; by the 1820s, this had declined to just over ten per cent. Whether items were made of gold or silver or contained gem stones continued to be reported, but references to other metals and types of cloth became less common, perhaps because innovations in materials made specification more difficult or because the Proceedings became more compressed.
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Of particular interest in answering our research questions are the values attached to the stolen articles and what is known about the original owners. In each indictment, the value of the stolen property was reported as agreed between the owner and the court clerk. Invariably, these were second-hand values (representing both the current value and the price usually paid by the majority who purchased used goods) but they are not thought to involve any systematic bias. There was no obvious benefit to the claimant in either inflating or deflating the value, although the defendant may have preferred it reduced below the threshold above which the death penalty applied! Styles has shown that the values given for a wide range of clothing items in the Proceedings were similar to those recorded elsewhere. 49 Court valuations reflected the prices that thieves anticipated receiving and, indeed, may be better indications of the prices usually paid for goods than are the wholesale or institutional prices commonly cited by economic historians. Of the 4542 items stolen, only 423 had no specific value attached.
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In around half of all cases, the injured party was assigned a status or occupation.
Occasionally, status might be a title (Duke, Earl), officer's rank (General, Captain) victims were of a relatively high rank and some of these thefts involved goods of higher value but the range of goods stolen remained similar to those purloined in less noteworthy crimes.
To proceed further we need a way of analysing occupational structure. We use broad occupational categories to cluster the individual occupations given in the Old Bailey proceedings, and then rank the broader groups according to the CAMSIS occupational scale. 54 For instance, haberdasher and linen draper are categorised as non-food shopkeepers in our classification. These are given a score of 76 in the CAMSIS scale which ranks them above food shopkeepers who are given a score of 66. Albeit sometimes controversial, this scale provides a continuous historical rating for occupational status capturing economic as well as social distance, which is useful for our purpose as we are concerned to identify the movement of ownership through social groups which might reasonably be viewed as sharing similar within-group consumption patterns. the debate about the relative roles of price and fashion in driving trends in consumption.
IV
Our question is whether the ownership of specific items; valuables, clothing and domestic comfort items; taken to exemplify the consumer revolution, became democratised, that is, owned by those further down the social hierarchy, over time, and, more specifically, whether the cause of democratization was affordability (declining price) or the emulation of fashion.
To answer this question, item by item, we regress our index of the status of the legal owner on a time trend while controlling for the effects of price changes, variations in quality and any increases in average real wages.
The difficulty is to control for price trends and variations in quality. The court valuations given to stolen goods constitute two principle components -the price of a homogeneous article over time and variations in this price that may reflect quality. A trend in the price of the homogeneous good captures changes in technology and in the underlying cost of raw materials, an aspect we need to identify if we are to determine if affordability affected ownership. The second component of the court valuation is important because it may be that people of higher status owned higher quality or newer variants of an item. Thus, to determine the influence of cost-cutting changes we need to separate these effects. To do this we try to find alternative series that reflect the underlying price of the homogeneous good. In some cases this can be extracted from exogenous sources, for instance the market value of a gramme of silver, 61 in others we utilise information from elsewhere in the Old Bailey records to capture the value attributed to new variants of the stolen item, for instance cotton stockings taken by shoplifters. We give further detail on the series used to proxy prices as we proceed. Status of Owner j = α 0 + α 1 (time) + α 2 (price j ) + α 3 (relative value j ) + α 4 (real wages)
The time trend captures the influence of fashion on what is owned, and any tendency for our emblematic goods to percolate down through the social/occupational hierarchy over time.
The research hypothesis is that α 1 < 0, and, drawing on standard consumer theory, that α 2 > 0 i.e. that lower prices would be associated with lower status owners, α 3 > 0 i.e. that lower relative value would be associated with lower status owners, and α 4 < 0, i.e. that lower wages would be associated with concentration of ownership in the upper echelons of the status distribution.
V
Initially we analyse thefts of money, silverware, watches and stockings. These items were frequently stolen throughout the period and were subject to 'fashions' and changes in material. purposes, had higher statuses still. The average status of owners of watches, an aspirational but useful possession for working men, was in line with the mean for victims of cash theft but lower than for silverware. The mean status of owners of silk stocking was higher than for cotton, clearly signalling the quality/price difference that composition entailed. Although there would appear to be a shift towards all type of stocking being owned by those of higher status over time, neither chi-squared nor Mann-Whitney U-tests indicate any significant changes. While ownership of silk stockings likely identified the elite throughout our period, wealthy consumers also owned worsted and cotton and might have joined with working people in substituting cotton for worsted in the last decades of the eighteenth century. 64 To disentangle these possibilities we use regression analysis to control for price (own and some substitutes) and income effects. We now look more closely by product type and try to isolate trends in the status of owners from other factors which might disguise the relationship in the descriptive statistics.
Comparison of thefts of money with what is known from other sources supports our argument
that the Old Bailey tracks trends in fashions and ownership. While burglars targeted coins throughout our period, by the 1800s, stolen money was as likely to be notes as coins. By 1820-1, coinage thefts were described in terms of the total loss rather than as earlier its composition of particular denominations. 65 These findings reflect changes in the monetary stock. In the earlier period, coinage was often in short supply and in a poor state, and so was supplemented by a variety of tokens issued by the Bank of England as well as by tradesmen.
Foreign coins, for instance old French 12 and 24 sous also circulated alongside British coins.
No wonder then that monies lost were described in all their heterogeneity! While bank notes were used prior to the Suspension (1797-1821) and credit notes had been developed during the eighteenth century, these tended to be for large denominations. The Suspension necessitated the issue of lower value notes which could then be tendered for smaller transactions and these circulated efficiently. 66 The regression results (table 6) revealed no clear differences in the amount of money stolen from those of different social classes but coins were taken from people further down the social scale over time and notes were more likely to be taken from such groups in periods when real wages were higher and proletarian 64 Styles says that 'Silk stockings were confined to the wealthy but stockings made from worsted and cotton were common to rich and poor' see Dress, p.34, see also p.44, pp.91-2. 65 For example, in 1750 Elizabeth Trussin was indicted for stealing "one penny, three moidores, one 36s. piece, one guinea, one half guinea", Old Bailey record reference number t17500912-7. 66 Notes of less than £1 were banned in England and Wales in 1775 and those for less than £5 had to be made out for an individual and endorsed each time they changed hands from 1777. Weale, '1300 years'. money holdings were not easily accommodated by the coinage. Figure 1 uses the results from the regression to illustrate democratization of coins.
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Another valuable, silverware, was a very popular target for burglars in the 1770s reflecting its kudos as an early modern consumption good. It was also one where the century saw changes in production that resulted in cheaper, perhaps inferior variants. In the late 1600s, silverware had been an expensive luxury good par excellence, additionally attractive because it could be easily converted into ready money. 68 However the invention of Sheffield plate in 1742 made plate very similar in appearance to solid silver so that after 1770 even runaways and rascals could apparently boast buckles made of silver, albeit plated silver, in place of the base metals they had worn earlier in the century. 69 As the price of silver decreased and cheaper forms became available, ownership became more widespread but silverware remained a relatively valuable possession, witness the care taken in listing it in the probate inventories of the middling sort. The regressions of thefts of silverware reflect these changes (table 6) . 70 There was a visible drift of silverware down the social scale over time, as figure 1 illustrates, but this only incorporated groups from the upper echelons of the social and economic hierarchy.
Moreover, as the positive and significant coefficient on relative value indicates, higher value probably solid silver items were taken from those of higher status. It was plated silver that democratised. Those lower down the social scale were becoming owners but of less valuable variants of silverware, 'populuxe' for the aspirant middling sort. 71 More surprisingly, trends in real wages were not related to changes in social status. For the other goods, higher real wages did enable those lower down the social scale to share in ownership, but in the case of silverware the relationship is the opposite. Good quality silverware did (as table 5 suggests) remain an elite good purchased for display and beyond the means of the labouring men whose wages feature in the real wage series, but why would higher real wages be associated with retrenchment in ownership, and lower real wages with newer groups being able to afford silver populuxe? Periods of prosperity might well have boosted the incomes of employers and professional men more than working-class wages and led individuals to increase the 67 The figures capture significant time trends from the regressions, they utilise the regression coefficient and average occupational status for 1770 for each item. 68 Levy Peck, Consuming Splendor. 69 Styles, Dress, p.88, p.93. 70 Here we utilize the market price of silver per gramme in each decade to represent the underlying price of the stolen item and the relative value to reflect quality. The wide range of silverware taken, from teaspoons to tankards, thimbles to tureens, would allow the functional meaning of these items to be considered but this extends beyond our current scope. Instead we focus on ownership motivated by value and aspirational consumption. 71 Fairchilds, 'Populuxe goods'.
ownership of items for show and ostentation to differentiate themselves from their peers.
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Alternatively it might be that the desire for display was socially limited and as some historians have argued on the basis of the inventory evidence, when working people acquired extra disposable income they spent in on useful household goods not conspicuous consumption.
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Watches were a popular item for theft throughout the period. Although few gold watches were taken they tended to be from those of higher status and to be more expensive. Silver and metal watches were cheaper and more common. For watches it is hard to determine a homogeneous price because of the varied composition of their cases. However, there are numerous examples of watches being stolen by pickpockets in the Old Bailey records and we take the 64 instances of silver watches stolen in our sample years to calculate the average valuation given to silver timepieces. Relative value captures the variation about this price and we also include dummy variables for whether the burgled watch was made of gold or silver, where this is stated. 74 Unsurprisingly, silver watches were taken from those of lower status than were those made of gold or an unspecified material (table 6) . Price and income impacted too, as the price of silver watches declined, more men of lower status owned them and this effect was enhanced by rising real wages, but the strongest effect on ownership was that of fashion. Watches permeated through the social scale over time (figure 1). Indeed, from 1750 onwards, most thefts of watches recorded in the Old Bailey were from men who might be considered plebeian reflecting the widespread ownership of timepieces in London.
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Watches were decorative as well as sophisticated pieces of technology and signalled a degree of affluence as well as being a useful store of value which could be pawned in hard times.
For stockings different considerations pertain. Ownership of stockings was ubiquitous, all people wore stockings, what varied was the material from which they were made:
predominantly silk, worsted and cotton. Variation in the quality of stockings is likely to be less pronounced than for the other items so far considered but they will have been worn more or less and court valuations would likely have reflected this. We therefore take prices of pairs 72 Note Allen's building labourers' real wages 1780-1821 (www.nuffield.ox.ac.uk/Allen accessed 8.11.13) show a strongly positive relationship with social status of owners of silverware, whereas building craftsmen's wages have no effect. Possibly those of carpenter status could not aspire to owning quality silverware and high wages for labourers (and thus servants) represented a cost to employers and inhibited the purchasing of silverware down the hierarchy. 73 Fairchilds, 'Populuxe goods', p. 230. 74 The material from which watches were made was imperfectly recorded so this only amounts to 4 and 10 cases respectively. 75 Styles, Dress, of stockings made of different materials from another type of theft in the Old Bailey Papers and Proceedings -shoplifting. Shoplifted stockings were likely new and thus of uniform quality. Taking all 379 shoplifting thefts from 1750 to 1821, the average decadal price for cotton, silk and worsted stockings was calculated. Cotton stockings were nearly three times as expensive as worsted, although both showed a slight decrease in price over time, whereas silk stockings cost around twice as much as cotton and the price of silk stockings increased quite considerably. The values per pair of stockings taken in housebreaking and burglary show the same trends for each type of material but were somewhat lower than the shoplifted cotton and considerably lower than the shoplifted silk, reflecting the markdown of worn and second-hand stockings relative to new bought. Worsted stockings retained their value better.
We use the shop price for each type of stocking to capture both own price and cross-price effects in the regressions on ownership (table 6) . Controlling for other factors, there was no trend in ownership for silk stockings, which is consistent with Styles' finding, on the basis of other sorts of evidence, that ownership of silk stockings was confined to the wealthy; working people had little use for such impractical clothing and thieves seldom found such frippery in their homes. 76 That cotton ones moved up the social scale from a midway position and worsted ones moved downwards (figure 2) is also consistent with other evidence suggesting that all social groups sought some pairs of stylish, comfortable and readily cleaned cotton stockings, leaving worsted as the least preferred option for the poor or the garb of necessity for those who laboured outside in all weathers. 77 In both cases better quality variants were taken from more elite victims and worsted stockings were confined to those in the lower reaches as real wages rose. Cotton stockings were a fashion item largely unaffected by the real wage, or the price of alternatives, although the own price response indicates that they drifted down the social scale as they became more affordable. They became increasingly popular as items for theft from 1770 and substituted for both silk and worsted variants.
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This examination of the ownership of some commonly stolen items demonstrates that trends brought about by changes in preferences and tastes can be distinguished from those generated by price changes or rising real incomes. All played their part in the evolution of ownership but the relative influence of each factor depended on the type of good and its characteristics.
76 Styles, Dress, p.44 . 77 Lemire, Fashion's Favourite, Incorporating other types of stocking also recorded as stolen in the Old Bailey proceedings; yarn, wool and worsted, thread, linen, and muslin; shows these results on status to be robust to alternative categorisations of materials.
VI
We now turn our attention to household items related to domestic comfort. As already seen, probate inventories document an increase in the possession of household goods from the lateseventeenth century but the nature of the source limits what can be said about the extent to which people lower down the social scale shared in ownership and the comfort revolution.
Furthermore, inventories are inclined to cluster items together under catch-all groupings, such as linen, bedding and tableware, and valued collectively. Old Bailey evidence can be used to extend the time horizon, capture the possessions of social classes below the middling sorts and disentangle the various influences on ownership.
Inspection of our Old Bailey data set, which recorded all items for which the theft was prosecuted, revealed some of particular interest and frequency, specifically feather beds (mattresses filled with feathers), napkins, tablecloths and counterpanes (also described as quilts, coverlets and coverlids). inventories listed feather beds. The valuations given to these beds rose over time, which
Muldrew interprets as indicative of improved quality. 80 We start by considering from whom feather beds were taken, thus providing a link between our evidence and the probate inventories. Napkins and tablecloths might be viewed as aspirational items exemplifying the lifestyle of the polite middling sort and desired for the identification of linen with cleanliness as much as providing domestic comfort, while counterpanes were both decorative and functional. 81 Analysis of these specific items has other advantages. Although there was a shift in the material from which some of these were manufactured, which may reflect the influence of both consumer preferences and technological change, controlling for composition, they are reasonably homogeneous goods and so court valuations can be thought of as broadly reflective of market prices over time. However, they may not be a perfect proxy, so in each case we also include the price of a component material to capture any underlying price trends in the cost of raw material or processing technology. Unfortunately our existing dataset provided insufficient observations of the theft of these particular goods to enable meaningful analysis. We therefore extended the dataset by collecting information on every prosecution for theft through housebreaking or burglary involving these goods for the years 1750 to 1821. The key statistics are summarised in table 5. The same methodology was adopted for distinguishing between price, quality, income and fashion changes as previously.
There were 42 cases of theft of feather beds between 1750 and 1821, but in only 18 of these was a specific occupational designation ascribed to the original owner. In probate inventories, these feather mattresses were valued by the weight of the feathers they contained and the price of feathers. 82 We utilise this observation to find an alternative price for mattresses in our notable that the valuation increase is greater, implying improved quality, that is, more feathers per mattress, as well as an increase in the raw material cost. 83 The regression analysis of ownership shows that feather beds were taken from those further down the social scale over time, with higher quality variants taken from those higher up (table 7 and figure 3 ). The increasing price corroborates the quality improvement found in inventories. However, despite the claim that the whole of the early modern period might be titled the Age of the Bed, 84 diffusion was not complete by the 1700s as feather beds were increasingly stolen from those further down the social scale in the years after 1750. Domestic comfort still featured strongly in people's aspirations and they were prepared to pay ever higher prices for improvements.
Specific items of table ware or table linen rarely feature in probate inventories and yet such commodities capture elements of both domestic comfort and desire for respectability, being non-essential luxuries. Napkins and tablecloths were frequently stolen throughout the period 82 Quality also related to the type of feather used but type was rarely documented in the Old Bailey records. 83 The correlation coefficient for feathers and value of mattresses taken in five-yearly time periods was 0.641 (significance 0.046). The price of linen per yard and the value given to tablecloths and the price of printed cotton per yard and the value given to counterpanes were also both positively and significantly related. 84 87 Although counterpanes, quilts and coverlets are all synonymous according to the dictionary definitions there is some indication in our data that their price and ownership may be differentiated so we allow for each type in the regression analysis. Similarly we include dummy variables for whether they are made of cotton or linen. We exclude one observation where the counterpane was valued at £30.
cotton by the 1780s and 1790s.
88 Beverly Lemire's detailed analysis of quilts illuminates this trend. 89 Quilts had long been a desirable luxury commodity for the elite and were imported in considerable numbers from India over the seventeenth century. Their popularity was allied to the division of homes into functionally separate spaces, the increased desire for domestic comfort and aesthetics and the ease of washing compared to woollen blankets. By the early eighteenth century those further down the social scale were also engaging in this consumption, facilitated by the sourcing of cheaper, colourful, cotton calico variants in India.
The ban on Indian cottons in Britain in 1721 stopped this trade but, as with other cotton products, the Lancashire market had been developing its skills and quickly stepped in to fill the gap. Through a process of emulation and innovation, printed linen and linen with cotton varieties were initially made, but the well-known technological advances enabled cheap, colourfully printed, English cotton quilts to be produced by the 1780s. 90 However, from the court records, cotton counterpanes were no cheaper than linen ones. Valued at just over ten shillings on average, they were substituting for the six or seven shilling linen variants. 91 Thus technology made cotton goods available but movements towards cotton were not always occasioned by price declines. Elsewhere it has been observed that cotton gowns were not the cheapest 92 and, as we saw earlier, the shift towards cotton stockings occurred despite less expensive alternatives being available. In other areas, cotton made few inroads. For instance, linen continued to be preferred for underwear. 93 On the other hand, cotton counterpanes were desired as a key component of decorative domestic comfort and increasingly sought after by ordinary people as the eighteenth century gave way to the nineteenth, humble goods whose consumption nonetheless mirrors "geopolitical ambition, industrial innovation and domestic transformation".
94

VII
This paper uses empirical evidence on the ownership of key consumption goods to disentangle historians' account of a consumer revolution spreading down from the middling 88 In a regression utilising value per item rather than price and relative value, increased ownership of cotton counterpanes by those lower down the social scale is evident. 89 Lemire, . 90 Lemire, Fashion's Favourite, No trend in price was found for counterpanes made of either type of material. 92 Styles, Dress, p. 109 93 Styles, Dress, p. 129; Horrell et al, 'Cupidity', p. 260 . 94 Lemire, Cotton, p.121 . See also Riello, Cotton. sort and driven by changing tastes from economists' more prosaic explanation of endogenous consumption promoted by rising incomes and falling prices. Evidence on the items stolen through housebreaking and burglary from 1750 to 1821 has been used to analyse the relative influence of price and fashion on the ownership of a variety of goods, while controlling for income changes. Focussing first on valuables and second on goods associated with domestic comfort, we observe a tendency for iconic consumer goods to have been stolen from and therefore originally owned by households further down the social scale over time, a pioneering empirical demonstration of the democratization of consumption in the period.
Fashion had a strong influence on consumption but this was not just about trickle-down or emulation, other influences were striking. Consumers sought domestic comfort: feather beds
were of improved quality and cotton counterpanes were preferred to their cheaper linen counterparts. People also aspired to signal their respectability and politeness through the ownership of goods such as napkins. But, as households lower down the social strata began to own these and similar items, households higher up altered the variants which they possessed to ensure continued differentiation; specifically they boasted higher quality damask napkins.
Similarly, while cotton stockings became a fashion item for all, those who continued to wear silk bought more expensive, higher quality versions. And while the ownership of silverware spread downwards, it only encompassed the middling sorts and even then higher quality and value remained the prerogative of the elite. Through the composition and quality and not just the types of good they owned, the eighteenth-century Joneses remained ahead of the consumption curve.
Changing tastes and popular fashions were not however detached from the prosaic influence of incomes and prices. Ownership of some goods varied positively with income supporting the idea that growing prosperity perhaps linked to increased industriousness underpinned the metropolitan consumer boom. 95 In addition, the impact of technology and changed materials in reducing prices can also be detected in expanding consumption, for example in the popularization of plated silverware and watches. But these technico-economic causal mechanisms in the consumer revolution were not always standard. Technology impacted on the production of cotton items, but this rarely caused a significant reduction in the value attributed to final goods. Instead, consumers appear to have substituted towards more expensive cotton stockings and counterpanes and away from worsted and linen ones 95 Voth, 'Time and work'; Allen and Weisdorf, 'Was there an 'industrious revolution'?'.
respectively. Moreover, people paid more to improve the quality of their feather beds, an item presumably unaffected by production changes.
Our findings underline the importance of fashion and tastes, which exerted an independent influence on the ownership of all the items that we examined, but make space too for price and income effects. The relative magnitude of fashion, price and income varied according to the specific item considered but none should be omitted in an account of the consumer revolution, which our evidence suggests involved a complex interplay between desires and differentiation, and aspiration and affordability. Notes: t-ratio in parentheses, * significant at 5% level or higher, x significant at 10% level or higher x indicates too few observations so variable dropped from regression. a For money this variable is the value of the money stolen as there is no relevant price. t-ratio in parentheses, * significant at 5% level or higher, x significant at 10% level or higher x indicates variable included in initial regression but not found to be significant 
